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III paragraph 2 of the office action, m^miner raj^ct Claims 
14^37 wn^er 35 u.S.C. 101 aa being directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. Applicant has Cancel^ Claims 14-37 without 
|>i:ejiidice and added new Claims 38-63 having substantially the 
sajn^ limitations as ClaifliB 1-13. ^plicant ^uhmltB that new 
ClaiifLS 38-63 are allowable, which allowance is r^igpectfully 
reqtie&ted. 

in paragraph 3, Exafniner rejects claim 12 under 35 112, 
second paragraph for having insuf f ieisnt antecedent basis., 
tolicant Ms asi^dided claiiis U to depend on Clais^ lo. providing 
proper antecedent ;basis for "third location*. Applicant has 
amended Claims 1, 2. 6 and B to correct grammatical errors. 3)?o 
new mstt&T has be^n introduced. Applicant suh^oiits that amended 
ClaiE* 12 is allowable, which allowance is respectfully requested.. 

in paragraph 4, Examiner rejects Claiuis 1-11, 13-37 under USC 
102m as being anticipated by TO Patent 6,546,405 to Qupta efc 
al . 

Gapta is directed to a systern for using a GBID unique 
identifier for annotating an audio or video multimedia data 
te^^porally such that the system uses the GuiD to correlate the 
annotation with a temporal instance of the audio or video data. 
Thus, g^xpta provides for amiotating a movie franse or group of 
frames bas^ on a GUID comprising an elapsed time for lo^^ating 
the movie frame. The Gum of Gupta is a -Clofoally Unique 
Id^tifier" which is very different from the Digital Fingerprint 
of the present invention whicl3 is not ^Globally mim^" . m fact, 
one of the major advantages of the present invention is that 
multiple copies of a given data file ha^ exactly th., sa.:ie digital 
fingerprint independent of data file location. Thus, Gupta 
Steadies av^ay from tbe pr&^ent invention that uses a. digital 
fingerprint derived froiT^ data to uniQuely idrntify the data such 
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that the digital fingerprint can be recreated independent af 
where th. corresponding- data resides in th. .y.te.. According to 
th. present invention, a fir.t digital signature is gen-^rated 
fro. a record r..iding at location A. A s.cond digital sic^atu.e 
of a copy o£ tm digital record at location B ^.hen generated 
."<.uld be identical to the first digital signature. A b^^efit of 
the preset invention, o^^^ Q^pt^ that a search for instance. 
Of a record hasM on its digital, fingerprint can be c0nte3.pl a ted 
that is independent of kr^owledge of th-^ records location. ..upta^s 
GOID includes information for locating a record but i£ th^ record 
1^ moved or copied, the GOlD could not foe u.ed to find tha moved 
or copied version. 

Examiner says as to Claim 1, Gupta teachea ^'a method for 
annotating a data object., the method con^pri^■ing the steps of ■ 

creating a fir^t digital fingerprint value of the data 
objeot^ (Col 12, lines 58~S6 (OUID) a mo^lly uni^e Identifier 
IS a^.rgned to multix^edia document., where CuiD i^ a coocat^ation 
ot an IP address, a time stas^ip and a ra.>dom number), the data 
object stored at a first location, (Col 12, lines 35-41, Fig lA) 
i^pplicant disagrees. Paragraph |0O04J of the present invention 
describes well know digital fingerprints as "Mgital fingerprint^ 
are described in ^Digital Signatures. How They Work« in April 9 
1996 PC fjagazine.. A digital fingerprint is a coMputabl^ 
identifier for a giv^ set of bytes.- Thus, the digital 
fingerprint in the art and of the present invention is a value 
computed from data s«ch tMt the valoe can .be calculated 
ind^pend^t of where the data Is gtor^d. The GDiD of Cupta not 
a digital fingerprint of the data object since it is not cor^ute,1 
from the data of the data object.. Gupta is ..ilent on ^Digital 
Fingerprinting-' or ^creating a first digital fingerprint valu^ of 
th^ data object" as shown in the claisr,. 

Examiner saye Gupta t^ach^g "creating a first annotation 
Object; creating a first relationship relating th^ first digital 
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fingerprint; value to the first location; creating a second 
relationship relating the first digital fingerprint value to the 
first arniotation object; axid saving in an armotation store any 
one of the first relationship or the sQcond relationship,^ 
Applicant disagrees,. As £hoim above.. Qupta contemplates a Gum 
Mich is a globally unigQ^: and does not contemplate any -^digital 
fingerprint", ^'creating a second relationship relating- the first 
aigital fingerprint value to the first annotation object;" or 
"saving In an anaio tatiojns store any one of th^ first relafciODship 
or the second relationship" as shown in the claim. Jipplicant has 
amended Claim 1 to more clearly s&how the digital fingerprint of a 
data object consisting of digital data is created from the 
digital data of tiie object. Applicant sabmit« that Claim 1 is 
allowable, which allowance is respectfully re<|«ested. 

AS new Claims 38 and 51 coinpriBe substantia,l.ly the same 
limitations as allowatole Claim 1, claiias 38 and 51 are allowable, 
which allowance is respectfully re<|iiested. 

As claims 2-13, 3 9-SO and 52 "63 depejad on allowafols^ Claims 
1. 38 and 51 respectively, applicant submits that Claims 2-13, 
39-50 and 52-63 are allowable, wMch allowanGe ia respectfully 
reqxiested. 



As the present application is in condition for allowance, 
?ipplicant respectfully requests allowance of the application. 
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